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A SECOND  _. 
LETTER 
Concerning : - pt 
Sacred I rmity. 
T== by your Ee 5 Sept. - ) that 


you have printed a Letter of mine concerning 

the Trinity ; and have. ſent me ſome Copies of 

it to' Oxford. But T. aw wot there to receive 
them ; and ſo bave yet: ſeen INE : ( But your - 
Letter thither was ſent me thence by the Poſt, ) 


Az. T have 


[2] Ws 
I have, fince yours, received ( by the ſame/ way ) 

a Letter direfled tome, ſubſcribed W.), Bit I know 

wot from whom. IT ſuppoſe it is ſomebody iy London, 

to whow you have preſented a Book, for which he re- 
turns me thanks, RET 


That Letter to me-was thus, ( with the/ Poſt-mark 
at London, SE. 23. from whence 1 ſupply the Date, 
which in the Letter was wanting,) For the Reverend 
Dr. Wallis, Profeſſor of Geometry, at Oxford, * 


SIR, 


Received the Honour of your Letter ; and re- 
turn you humble and hearty thanks for it. *Tis 
writ in my Opinion, in a Modeſt, Peaceable, 
and Chriſtian Srile : And I wiſh it may pleaſe 

others as well as it doth me. 1 am afraid however, 
that it will not give ſatisfaQtion to the Scholaſtick 
Athanaſian Trinitarian, For they are ſo particular, 
and withal ſo poſitive, inthe explication of the great- 
eſt of Myſteries, as if they underſtood it as well as 
any Article of their Chriſtian Faith. - 


Your Explication of Perſonality, gives no diſtaſt 
to me, when you ſay { page Fe They are diſtin- 
guiſhed by Perſomality n And, \by Perſonality I mean, 
that diftintion whereby they are diſtinguiſhed; ' Yet 
I'm afraid the. High-flown Schoo-Trinitarians will 
ſay, This is Trifling, and idew per idem. Though 
to me ithath this good Senſe, That we know there 
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is a DiſtinQion betwixt them, which we call Perſo- 
nality 3 but we- can affix no Notion to this Perſonali- 
ty, Which is common to it with other Perſonali- 
ties,. either Humene or Angelical ; and therefore we 
can only ſay, It is that diſtuaion whereby the three 
Hypoſtaſes are diſtinguiſhed, 


But you ſtill uſe a greater Latitude, as to the No- 
tion of theſe Perſons, or Perſonalities, when you 
call them ſomewhats ( page 9.) That, = fay, 
which is pretended to be impoſlible by the Anti- 
Trinitarians, is only this, That there- be three ſome- 
whats, which are but one God; and theſe ſomewhats 
we commonly call Perſons. This Itake only to ſignifie, 
that the true Notion,and the true Name of that diſtin- 
dion is unknown tous, yet thediſtinion is certain. 


But the Deep-learned School-Trinitarians, who 
decide all things to an Hairs breadth, will, 1. ima- 
gine, ridicule this Expreſſion, 


A late Learned and -Ingenious Author, 
you know, hath gone much further Dr. Sherlock. 
- 1n his determinations about this point. 

He makes your three ſomewhats, not only three Per- 
ſons, but three Subſtantial Beings, ( page 47. ) and 
three Infinite Minds, ( page 66. ) and the contrary, 
he fays, is both Herefte aud Nonſenſe. | 


Three Infinite Minds, is the ſame as three Infinite 
Spirits, And, by Infinite, the Author underſtands 


here, 
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here, not Infinite in Extenſion, but in Perfe&ion, 
So that the rtlree Hypoſtaſes are three Spirits, 
whereof each is Infinite in Perfeition. 

Then, faith the Anti-Trinitarian, they arc three 
Gods, For what better Notion, or what better De- 
finition, have we of God, than that he is 4 Spirit 
Infinitely Perfeft, And, if there be three ſuch, 
there are three Gods. In like manner, three Sub- 
ftantial Beings veally diſtin, are three Subſtances 
really diſtin. And if each of theſe Subſtances be 
enduced with Infinite Perſe&ton, it will be hard to 
keep them from being three Gods. 


We do not well know what particular Explication 
ofthe Trinity thoſe Perſons gave, whom the Anci- 
ents call Tritheites, But this we know, that the 
great offence which is taken at the Chriſtian Do- 
&rineofthe Trinity, by the Fews and * Mabometays, 
is, from the appearance of Polytheiſm in that Do- 
&rine. Which appearance, methinks, is rather in- 
creaſed than leſſened by this Explication : And, con- 
ſequently, the ſcandal which ( to them ) follows 
upon it. 

Butthe Learned Author hath an expedient to pre- 
vent Polytheiſm, notwithſtanding the real diſtindti- 


. on of his three Infinite Spirits. . Which is, by mak- 


ing them mutually conſcious of one anothers Thoughts 
and Atﬀtions : whereby, he ſays, they would be fo 
united, as to make but one God. That, methinks, 
doth not follow, That upon this mutual conſciouſ- 
nefs they would be but One God. That _ fol. 

owWs 
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lows is this, That they would be three Gods mutu- 
ally conſcious. For there is no reaſon why this mu- 
tual conſciouſneſs ſhould make their Godhead ceaſe, 
if without this they would be three diſtin Gods. 
No Unionamounts to Identity, * 


It came in my way to mind youof this more pun- 
tual and demonſtrative Explication of the Trinity, 
asit's faid to be, that you might not expe that 
every one ſhould be of your Mind, nor approve of 
your Modeſty as I do. 


YourSimilitude and Compariſons, are as juſt as 
the Nature of the Subje& will admit. The great 
defe&of the Firſt, ſeems; to be this ; That it cannot 
beſaid of any one Dimenſion, that it is-a Cube, or 2 
= : Whereas it is ſaid of every Perſon;- that he is 


Your Second Compariſon interferes. agaia with the 
Leaxned. Ayutlior aboye-mentioned. For he ſays, 
( page 72.) Tis a miſtake, to think that Know! 
and: Power, even in Men, 4s not the ſame thing ; 
whereas you ſuppoſe then diſtin, and, upon that, 
ground your Simulitude. 


I cannot but be of your Mind in this particular 
alfo. For Power | belongs to the 73 
*W1B, and Knowledge to the Un- *Iſbohildrather 
derftanding. And *tis plain, that Ys, 75 the Ex- 
we know many things that we can- Py 
not do: And, on the contrary, we 
can do many things, and know not 
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how they aredone; It may be the Ingenious Author 
would be hard put to it to tell us how he | 


his own Name ; that is, what Organs of Speech are 
moved, - and how ; by what Muſcles 'and. Nerves ; 
and what the whole- Action is that intervenes betwixt - 
the inward Thought and the outward Sound ; or be- 
twixt the firſt Cauſe and the laſt Efle. - Or, if he 
be ſo good an Anatomiſt and Philoſopher as to un- 
derſtand all this, - at leaſt his little Son, © or little: 
Daughter, who can pronounce the fame as well as' 
himſelf, know not in what manner, or by what. 
means they do it.- So, Fools and Children can move 
their. Bands, Fingers, and all' the Members of the 
Body, as well as Philoſophers: Though they do- 
do not know, in what Method, or by what Me-/ 
chaniſm, aoy are moved; 'Theſe things are the Ef- 
fefts of Will, independently on Knowledge. > And) 
.tis as plain, on the other hand, that we know how 
many'things are to be done, which yet we cannot 
do, for want of Strength or Force, I can lift a 
Weight of two or three handred pounds, but 1 can-* 
not lift one of five or fix hundred ; thobgh I under-' 
ſtand as well how the 'one is moved as the other. 
And-a brawny Porter ſhall -raiſe that of five or fix 
hundred, though he underſtand Staticks leſs than I 
do. Icanbend'a Stick, but cannot bend. a -Bar -of 
Iron : Though I uſe juſt the ſame Method, and un» 
derſtand-as much how the one is done as the other: 
And. innumerable Inſtances of like nature ſhew, 
Knowledge and Force to be differerit things. Bur 
this, Sir, I fay only in yourdefence. 


Your 


—_— my, 
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Your Conclufion alfo - agrees very well to my 
Senſe. And 1 think them exceedingly to blame, 
that prefume to meaſure theſe Infinite Natures, and 
all their Properties, by our narrow Underſtandings. 
The Anti-Trinitarians generally are no great Philo- 
ſophers, yet they take upon them as it they were 
the only Maſters of Reaſon : And in the moſt Sub- 
lime and Myſterious Points, will fcarce allow Re- 
velation to be of greater Anthority than their Judg- 
ment. 


But however, on the other hand, ( though I ne- 
ver felt any Inclination or Temptation to , Socinian 
Do&rines, yet) I cannot heartily Join with you in 
the Damnatory Sentences ; neither would I have us 
Spin Creeds, like Cobwebs, out of our own Bowels. 

-In the Name of God, let us be content with what 
is revealed to us in Scripture concerning theſe My- 
ſeries ; and leave the reſt to make part of our Hea- 
ven, ' and future Happineſs. To ftrain 'things to 
theſe heights, makes ſtill more Diviſions in the 
Church, We-#has now have School-Trinitarians, 
and Scripture-Trinitarians ; and either of them will 
have their Plea, and purſue their Intereſt ; till, by 
Zeal for Opinions which are'diſputable, we have de- 
| Chriſtian Charity and Unity, which are in- 

iſpenſable Vertues and Duties. I am, Sir, with 
Sincerity and Reſpect, TY 


| Toer obliged humble Servant, 

London, Sept. 
23. 1690. W. 7. 

- B It 
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| If you know from whom it ts, oy thank him from 
me for his Civilities therein. And you may pleaſe to 
tell him, that he doth underſtaud me aright, and puts 
a true ſenſe upon my words: By Perſonality, I mean 
that diſtinflion ( whatever it be) whereby the Three 
are diſtinguiſhed ; but, what that is, I do not pretend 
to determine. And if I ſhould gueſs ( for it will be 
but Gueſling) how it may be; 7 ſhould not be poſitive, 
that juſt ſo itis. ( Upon the ſame account, that it us 
wot thought prudent ina Siege, to inlarge the Line of 
Defence too far.) There is a Diſtindtion ( ths we 
are ſure of ) between the Three : This Diſtinftion 1 
call Perſonality: And by this word T mean that Diſtin- 
ation, whatever it be : But, what this Diſtinition 
is (or what degree of Tiſtinfion ) I cannot well tell. If 
this be Trifling, 7 cannot help it, (nor, if they pleaſe 


toridicule it:) But, to me, it ſeems to be good ſenſe. 


If others will venture to determine it more nicely 
than T have done ; they perhaps may underſtand it more 
diſtinitly than I Fas do ; but will give me leave 
to be —_— ( therein ) of what the Scripture doth 
not tell me. | 

Of the Damnatory Sentences ( as he calls them) I 
had ſaid nothing, Nor do T think, that the Author of 
the Athanaſian Creed did intend them in that Rigour 
that fome would put upon them, Aud, if it be well 
confidered how there they ſtand, he will find them an- 
nexed ( at leaſt ſo they ſeem to me ) only to ſome Gene- 
rals which he thought neceſſary, ( as, That we ought to 


hold the Catholick, Faith, That the Trinity in Unity us 
to be Worſhiped; That the Son of God was Incarnate ;) 
not to every Punitilio in his Explications. Which are 

$ but 
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but as a Comment on theſe Generals how he thought they 
were to be underſtood,or might be explained. Which Ex- 
plications I take to be True, and Good ; but not within 
the purview of thofe Clauſes : And that a man may be 
ſaved (even in the judgment of that Author) who doth 
ot kuow, or doth not fully underſtand, ſome of them. 
His true meaning therein, ſeems to me to be but this 
That the Dofrine therein delivered( concerning the Tri- 
nity, and the Incarnation of Chriſt,) is the ſound Ortho« 
dox Doftrine ; and ſuch as (for the ſubſtance of it)ought 
to be believed by thoſe who expett Salvation by Chriſt. 
Certainly his meaning never was, that Children, and I 
diots, and all who 7, not underſtand the Schookterms, 
or perhaps have never heard them, ſhould be therefore 
denied Salvation. 

As towhat he objefts tome, That it cannot be faid of 
any one Dimenſion, that it is a Cube, or a Body ; 
whereas itis faid of every Perſon, that heis God : He 
might obſerve, that I had already obvlated this Objefli- 
on. For though we cannot ſay ( in tve Abſtraft )) that 
length zs a Cube, (and ſoof the reſt ;) yet (in the Con- 
crete) this Long thing (or this which is Long) is aCube; 
and ſo, this which is Broad, or this which is High, is a 
Cube : Juſt ſo ; we do not ſay(in the Abſtrat) that Pa- 
 ternity 75 God ; but (in the Concrete) the Father is God; 
( and ſo of the other Perſons.) The Perſonality is not 
ſaid to be God, but the Perſon is. Which fully anſwers 
that exception, 

What he cites of a Learned Author falls not within 
the compaſs of what I undertook to defend ; ( and that 
learned Perſon will excuſe meg F/ I do not pretend to 
underſtand all his Notions ; and leave it to him to ex- 
plain 
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plain himſelf.) But what Þ have endeavoured todrfend, 
is as much (1 think) as we need !o maintain in this point, 

Where that Author calls it a Miſtake to think that 
Knowledge and Power (i# the ſame Man) are not the 
fame thing : / ſuppoſe (#ot having the Book at hand ) he 
means no more but this; That though they differ indeed 
(to uſe the Schook-language ) ex. parte rei, yet not ut res 
& res, but rather ut modus & modus ; that. is, wort as 
two Things, but as two Modes of the ſame thing. And if 
be ſhould jay the like of Length, Breadth, and Thick- 
neſs; Twould not contend about it : For, even ſo, it will 
ſerve my Similitude well enough. If that of the three 
Perſons be more than ſo: It ts then (T think ) ſuch a 
Diſtinftion as to which('in our Metaphyſicks \we have not 
yet given a Name, But of this, I determine nothing ( be- 
cauſe T would not ſpin the Thread too fine :) And content 
my ſelf to ſay, Ut is that of the three Perſonalities in 
one Deity ; without determining, How great that is. 
And Imay: the rather be allowed thus to forbear ; Be- 
cauſe 1 find, even in matters of ordinary Converſation 
( ſach as thoſe but now mention'd)) the School men are 
wot well agreed, what things ſhall be ſaid to differ ut res 
&' res, and what only ex parte rel, Much more there- 


fore may T be allowed a like latitude of thought in the 


preſent caſe. 
I add no. more but that I am 
| Tours, 


John Wallis, 


Soundels, Sept. 
''27. 1690, 


FINS. 
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